REMONSTRANCE 


OF  TILB 

INSPECTORS  OF  THE  DAUPHIN  COUNTY  PRISON, 

AGAINST  TIIE  PASSAGE  OF  ANY  LAW  CHANGING  THE  PRE¬ 
SENT  ORGANIZATION  AND  GOVERNMENT  OF  SAID  PRISON. 


TO  THE  HO  yon  ABLE  THE  SENATE  AND  HOUSE  OF  BEP- 
BE  SENT  ATI  VES  OF  THE  COMMONWEALTH  OF  PENN¬ 
SYLVANIA  IN  GENERAL  ASSEMBLY  MET. 


The  Memorial  of  the  subscribers ,  Inspectors  of  the  Dauphin  County  Prisont 

Respectfully  represents  i 

That  at  the  last  session  of  the  Legislature,  the  following  remonstrance 
was  addressed  to  your  honorable  bodies;  and  that  the  arguments  and  reasons 
therein  set  forth,  are  as  applicable  to  the  attempt  now  making,  to  effect  a 
change  in  the  laws  relative  to  the  Dauphin  County  Prison,  and  the  government 
thereof,  as  they  were  then.  Your  Memorialists,  therefore,  respectfully  call 
your  attention  to  the  said  remonstrance,  protesting  against  any  such  change  in 
the  government  of  the  said  Prison  as  is  contemplated. 

The  Inspectors  have  learned  with  surprise  and  astonishment,  that  an  attempt 
is  making  at  the  present  session  of  the  Legislature,  to  effect  an  alteration  of  the 
“  Act  relative  to  the  Dauphin  County  Prison,”  and  that  a  bill  for  that  purpose 
has  been  reported  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  entitled  “  A  supplement  to 
an  act  relative  to  the  Dauphin  County  Prison,”  passed  the  fifteenth  day  of 
April,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty-one,  which,  if  enacted  into  a  law, 
your  memorialists  feel  satisfied,  will  be  destructive  of  the  objects  contemplated 
by  the  framers  of  the  law  for  the  regulation  of  the  Dauphin  County  Prison,  sub¬ 
versive  of  the  objects  contemplated  therein,  arid  disastrous  to  the  order,  discip¬ 
line,  and  good  government  of  said  Prison. 

On  a  reference  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  (intended  td  be  virtually  destroy - 
idy  not  amended,  by  the  bill  now  on  your  file,)  it  will  be  discovered,  (Pamph¬ 
let  Laws,  1841,  page  189,)  that  the  Legislature,  in  enacting  that  law,  declared 
that  the  Dauphin  County  Prison  <£  shall  be  managed  by  a  Board  of  Inspectors 
consisting  of  six  discreet  and  reputable  citizens ,  resident  taxahles  in  the  County 
of  Dauphin,  vvho  shall  serve  without  any  pecuniary  compensation” — three  of 
whom  were  to  be  appointed  on  the  3d  Monday  of  April  1841,  “  by  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  of  said  County ,  one  to  serve  one  year,  one  to  serve  two  years, 
and  one  to  serve  three  years,  and  in  like  manner,  6n  the  day  aforesaid,  threC  bv 
the  County  Commissioners,  for  the  same  termsof  time;  and  annually  thereaf¬ 
ter,  on  the  first  Wednesday  of  five  first  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  6f  said  county. 
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ill  each  year,  the  Judges  und  Commissioners  aforesaid,  shall  each  appoint  one 
Inspector ,  who  shall  serve  in  the  manner  aforesaid,  three  years  and  until  their 
successors  be  appointed.’’  It  is  most  obvious  from  this  and  other  provisions  of 
that  act,  that  the  “Board  of  Inspectors  and  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  of 
the  County”  were  intended  to  be  the  controlling  power,  in  all  matters  relative 
to  the  Dauphin  County  Prison,  and  that  there  might  be  no  room  for  doubt  on 
this  subject,  the  Legislature  further  declare,  that  “  the  Inspectors  first  chosen 
under  this  act  shall  take  charge  of  said  prison  as  is  hereinafter  provided — and 
the  extensive  powers  given  to  the  Board  of  Inspectors  by  the  provisions  of  the 
first  article  of  the  second  section,  establish  this  beyond  all  controversy. 
Under  the  first  article  of  “  the  rules  and  regulations  for  the  government  of 
said  prison,”  as  thereby  enacted  and  established,  it  is  provided,  that  the  In¬ 
spectors  shall,  at  their  first  meeting,  and  annually  thereafter,  appoint  of  their 
number,  a  President  and  Secretary  ;  they  shall  keep  regular  minutes  of  their 
proceedings,  hold  stated  meetings  once  a  month,  and  adjourned  and  special 
meetings  whenever  necessary.  They  shall  annually  nominate ,  and  with  the 
approbation  of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Session  oppoint  a  keeper ,  matron,  and 
physician  for  the  prison,  and  shall  fix  their  salaries  and  compensation,  as  well 
as  that  of  all  other  persons  employed  in  and  about  the  prison.  This  power, 
thus  carefully  guarded,  limited  and  liable  to  be  controlled  by  the  Court  of  Quar¬ 
ter  Sessions  of  the  county,  is  further  shielded  from  abuse  by  captious,  capricious 
or  arbitrary  temperaments,  by  a  provision  in  the  same  article,  granting  them 
permission  “  to  dismiss  the  keeper,  matron,  or  physician  only  with  the  approba¬ 
tion  of  two  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions — the  President 
being  one.” 

By  the  second  article  (laws  of  1841 ;  page  191,)  the  Keeper  is  permitted,  with 
the  advice  of  the  Inspectors,  to  appoint  the  underkeepers,  if,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Inspectors  any  be  necessary,  and  dismiss  them  whenever  he  thinks  proper, 
or  the  Inspectors  direct  him  to  do  so.  By  the  same  article  the  Keeper  “  snail 
obey  all  legel  orders  given  by  the  Inspectors,  and  all  rules  established  for  the 
government  of  said  prison,”  which  rules,  by  a  previous  provision,  the  Inspec¬ 
tors  “  shall,  with  the  approbation  of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  of  said 
county,  make  for  the  internal  government  of  said  prison,  as  shall  not  be  incon¬ 
sistent  with  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this  Commonwealth,  or  the  principles 
of  separate  confinement;  as  set  forth  and  declared”  by  that  act.  By  the  fourth 
article,  the  duties  of  the  Underkeepers  of  the  prison  are  well  and  clearly  defined, 
containing  the  positive  direction  that  “  they  shall  obey  all  legal  orders  given  by 
the  keeper,  and  all  rules  established  for  the  government  of  said  Prison.”  By 
the  third  article,  the  duties  of  the  matron  in  relation  to  female  prisoners,  are 
distinctly  enacted,  and  she  is  imperatively  enjoined,  in  addition  to  her  oth£r 
duties,  to  “  give  such  instruction  as  may  tend  to  their  reformation,  and  render 
them  useful  members  of  society.”  In  a  word,  the  whole  scope  of  the  act 
clearly  indicates,  that  the  intention  of  those  who  enacted  it  was  to  make  a  fair 
and  full  trial  at  this  place  of  the  efficacy  of  the  Pennsylvania  system  of  separate 
confinement  with  labor,  when  introduced  into  the  County  Prisons — thus  enab¬ 
ling  subsequent  Legislatures  to  have  daily  inspection  and  examination  of  the 
workings  of  that  system,  which  has  been  pronounced  bv  men  of  experience, 
every  way  competent  to  judge  and  to  form  correct  conclusions,  “preferable  to 
any  other  yet  devised;  in  fact,  that  it  is  the  only  orthodox  principle  in 
existence.” 

The  bill  now  on  your  file  is  most  objectionable  in  many  respects,  and  in  none 
more  so,  than  in  this,  that  it  changes  entirely,  not  only  the  manner  of  appoint- 
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ing  the  Keeper,  but  also  the  Matron  and  Underkeepers  of  the  Dauphin  County 
Prison — vesting  the  absolute  power  of  appointment  of  those  officers  in  the 
Sheriff  of  the  county  of  Dauphin,  for  the  time  being,  without  the  approbation 
and  beyond  the  control  of  the  Inspectors  or  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  of 
Dauphin  County.  This,  your  memorialists  do  not  hesitate  to  declare,  vests  in 
the  Sheriff  of  the  county  power  too  absolute  and  unlimited  to  be  lodged  with 
safety,  free  from  danger  of  misinterpretation  or  abuse,  in  the  hands  of  a  single 
individual.  Nay,  the  second  section  goes  further,  and  gives  to  the  Sheriff 
powers  not  conferred  by  the  original  act  upon  the  Board  ot  Inspectors  and  the 
Court ;  for  it  directs  him  “  to  appoint  one  or  more  deputies ,  who  shall  perform 
all  the  duties  required  by  law  of  an  underkeeper  in  said  prison,  and  if  more 
than  one  shall  be  appointed,  the  Sheriff  shall  designate  which  of  them  shall  be 
principal  deputy,  and  the  person  so  appointed  shall  in  the  absence  of  the  Sheriff 
perform  the  duties  of  Keeper 

These  provisions  of  the  Bill  constituting  the  Sheriff  the  Keeper  of  the  prison, 
and  giving  to  him  the  appointment  of  Matron,  Deputies  and  Under  Keepers, 
without  the  action,  concurrence  and  consent  of  the  Board  of  Inspectors,  or  the 
approbation  of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  of  Dauphin  County,  are,  to  use  the 
mildest  language  applicable  to  them,  highly  objectionable,  and  of  dangerous 
tendency.  They  place  the  Sheriff,  as  Keeper,  entirely  beyond  the  control  of 
the  Board  of  Inspectors,  or  the  Judges  of  the  Court,  making  his  appointment 
independent  of  their  action,  and  his  authority  equal  in  power  and  dignity  with 
theirs ;  for  being  in  office  by  virtue  of  a  law  of  this  Commonwealth,  he  will 
naturally  feel  himself  beyond  their  censure,  above  their  approbation,  secure  in 
his  place,  and  only  liable  to  be  removed  by  the  repeal  of  the  law  appointing 
him,  or  perhaps  by  a  conviction  for  gross  official  neglect  of  his  duty,  or  mal¬ 
practice  in  his  station  as  Keeper.  They  will,  if  enacted,  most  certainly  pro¬ 
duce  a  collision  or  clashing  of  authority  and  power  between  him  and  those  upon 
whom  the  original  act  imposed  the  responsibilities,  and  invested  with  the 
powers  necessary,  for  the  careful  and  economical  administration  of  the  prison, 
and  the  control  and  government  of  its  officers,  and  their  unfortunate  inmates. 

It  is  feared  that  it  will  have  a  tendency  to  throw  the  whole  establishment 
into  the  votex  of  party  politics,  and  render  its  management  unstable.  As  lias 
been  well  and  truly  said  by  high  authority,  upon  a  former  similar  occasion — 
“  The  unsparing  proscription  of  party  may  be  brought  to  operate  upon  it.  This 
ought  to  be  most  specially  guarded  against.”  The  Keeper  may  be  changed,  at 
the  will  or  upon  the  mere  whim  or  caprice  of  a  single  individual,  certainly 
upon  the  recurrence  of  each  election  for  Sheriff;  “  and  the  important  and 
delicate  duties  devolving  on  that  officer,  which  require  peculiar  qualifications 
and  time  for  some  experience,  may  rarely  be  acquired.  The  efficiency  of  the 
system  mainly  depends  upon  him.  Its  success  and  beneficial  operations  may 
be  jeoparded  or  pi  evented  by  subjecting  him  to  the  fluctuations  of  party.  His 
official  connection  with  the  prison  should  depend  exclusively  on  his  fitness  for 
the  station,  and  not  upon  his  politics.  If  there  is  any  one  officer  concerned  in 
the  execution  of  the  laws,  whose  tenure  should  be  wholly  independent  of  the. 
fluctuations  of  political  opinion  it  is  the  keeper  of  a  public  prison.”  His  nomi¬ 
nation  is  much  more  safely  vested  in  a  majority  of  the  Inspectors,  subject  to  the 
approbation  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  as  is  the  case 
under  the  act  of  the  15th  April  1841,  “  whose  duties  require  them  to  administer 
criminal  justice,  and  who  are  thus  brought  by  their  station,  in  close  connection 
with  the  subject  of  prison  discipline.”  Their  vigilance  is  likely  to  be  quite  as 
sharp  as  that  of  the  Sheriff,  or  the  immediate  and  dependent  officers  of  his 
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(Uncontrolled  selection.  The  nomination  of  a  Keeper  by  a  majority  of  the  Board 
of  Inspectors,  and  his  appointment,  with  the  approbation  of  the  Judges ,  “  will 
partake  of  the  stability  of  their  own  tenure,  and  will  be  made  in  the  impartial 
spirit  that  belongs  to  the  judicial  station.” 

Your  Memorialists  will  further  add  that  by  a  resolution  of  the  Board  of  In¬ 
spectors  passed  the  16th  November  1841,  they  submitted  to  the  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  of  Dauphin  County,  the  construction  of  the  act  of  Assembly 
of  the  15th  of  April  1841,  so  far  as  related  to  the  question,  “  whether  under 
said  act  the  High  Sheriff"  of  Dauphin  County  may  hold  the  office  of  Keeper  of 
said  prison  and  received  in  answer  thereto, the  opinion  of  all  the  Judges  of  said 
Court,  in  the  handwriting  of  the  Hon.  Anson  V.  Parsons,  then  President  of  that 
Court,  that  in  their  opinion,  the  Sheriff \  “  ought  not  to  be  appointed  to  that 
station ,  nor  could  the  Court  consistently  sanction  such  an  appointment — and  we 
are  willing  to  go  further,  and  declare  that  in  our  opinion,  by  a  fair  construction 
of  the  act  relating  to  the  Dauphin  County  Prison,  the  office  of  Sheriff  and 
Keeper  are  incompatible.”  That  opinion  goes  further,  and  holds  the  doctrine 
that,  “by  the  conversion  of  the  Goal  of  this  county  into  a  prison  for  the  pun¬ 
ishment  of  crime,  and  at  the  same  time  to  have  the  same  building  used  as  a 
County  Goal,  it  seems  to  us,  that  all  control  of  the  Sheriff  was  intended  to  be 
taken  away,  which  he  held  by  virtue  of  his  office  over  prisoners.  IVe  think  the 
provision  is  a  wise  oney  and  in  our  opinion  the  offices  should  be  kept  separate , 
and  that  the  Legislature  contemplated  the  office  of  Keeper  to  be  held  by  a  dif¬ 
ferent  person  than  the  Sheriff,  and  in  obedience  to  that  law  he  could  not  be 
legally  appointed  to  the  office  of  Keeper  of  the  prison.” 

And  upon  a  reference  to  the  Journals  of  the  Session  of  1841,  (Senate  Jour¬ 
nal,  page  631,)  it  wiii  be  found  that  his  Excellency  the  Governor  of  this  Com¬ 
monwealth.  in  returning  the  Bill  relative  to  an  alteration  of  the  mode  of  choos¬ 
ing  the  officers  of  the  Chester  County  Prison,  with  his  objections  thereto, 
declared  that 

“  The  section  declaring  that  the  original  Act  shall  not  be  so  construed  as  to 
prevent  the  Inspectors  from  choosing  the  Sheriff  as  keeper  of  the  prison,  appears 
to  me  to  be  highly  injudicious;  for  the  duties  required  by  the  law  cannot  be  per¬ 
formed  by  the  Sheriff.  Ilis  business  often  and  necessarily  requires  his  presence 
in  distant  parts  of  the  county,  for  several  consecutive  days,  and  is  quite  suf¬ 
ficient  to  occupy  the  whole  attention  and  mind  of  any  one  man.  To  make  the 
Sheriff  a  keeper,  would  be  to  add  to  his  emoluments,  without  deriving  from  him 
any  additional  services.  The  same  number  of  officers  would  be  required  for 
the  management  of  the  prison  that  now  are,  independently  of  the  Sheriff,  and 
the  expenses  therefor  would  be  increased.  In  a  matter  in  which  economy  is 
so  desirable,  this  i$  an  important  consideration.  It  may  be  said,  however,  that 
the  bill  does  not  require  the  Sheriff  to  be  appointed  keeper,  but  leaves  it 
optional  with  the  inspectors.  But  why  confer  the  power,  if  its  exercise  would 
be  improper  ?’’ 

If  any  further  authority  were  necessary  to  establish  the  impropriety  of  con¬ 
stituting  the  Sheriff  of  a  county  the  Keeper  of  a  Prison,  such  as  this  one  is, 
with  such  great,  extensive  and  unlimited  powers,  they  are  to  be  found  in  the 
examples  of  the  State  Penitentiaries,  the  Moyamensing  Prison  and  the  Chester 
County  Prison,  in  all  of  which  Wardens,  Keepers,  &c.  are  appointed  by  Boards 
of  Inspectors,  &c.,  regulated  and  governed  by  law;  where,  too,  the  great  utility 
and  beneficial  results  of  such  selections  have  been  fully  and  fairly  tested. 

This  supplemental  act  proposes  to  relieve  the  Sheriff  from  one  of  the  most 
important  duties  assigned  to  the  Keeper  by  the  original  act — of  visiting,  person- 
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ally,  “  every  cell  and  apartment,  and  see  and  inspect  the  condition  of  every 
person  confined  under  his  care  at  least  twice  evevy  day,  and  ofiener  if  practica¬ 
ble^  and  permits  the  Sheriff*  or  Keeper  “  to  absent  himself  from  the  prison  for 
a  night  or  longer ,  without  the  consent  of  the  Inspectors  in  writing” — which 
provisions  are  in  direct  opposition,  not  only  to  the  words,  but  to  the  spirit, 
meaning  and  intention  of  the  original  act.  The  duty  of  visitation  and  personal 
inspection  of  the  condition,  comfort,  health  and  conduct  of  every  prisoner,  by 
the  Keeper,  “  at  least  twice  a  day ,  and  oftener  if  practicable ,”  was  considered 
by  the  Legislature  an  all  important  one.  No  person  at  all  conversant  with  the 
purposes  and  objects  intended  to  be  accomplished  by  the  erection  of  such 
Prisons  as  ours,  and  the  discipline  established  for  their  government,  can  doubt 
that  the  great  and  beneficial  ends  to  be  attained  by  the  punishment  and  refor¬ 
mation  of  criminals,  will  be  greatly  endangered,  if  not  totally  destroyed,  by 
absolving  the  Keeper  from  his  task  of  repeated  daily  visitation  to  the  cells  of 
the  unfortunate  beings  committed  to  his  custody. 

The  Dauphin  County  Prison,  as  will  appear  from  our  first  Annual  Report, 
made  to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  of  the  county,  in  obedience  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  act,  was  first  opened  for  the  reception  of  convicts,  &c.  on  the 
18th  of  April,  1842,  and  consequently  little  more  than  ten  months  have  elapsed 
since  it  went  into  operation,  in  which  it  will  readily  be  perceived  that  oppor¬ 
tunities  sufficiently  ample  could  not  be  afforded  to  test  the  wisdom  of  the  law 
creating  it,  or  to  contrast  the  expenses  of  the  establishment  with  those  of  the  old 
system.  Yet  short  as  the  time  has  been,  sufficient  facts  did  come  to  the  knowl¬ 
edge  of  the  Inspectors,  which  warranted  them  in  declaring  to  the  public,  in 
their  report,  which  they  now  confidently  repeat — “  that  in  no  event  can  the 
County  be  subjected  to  greater  expense  for  keeping  up  the  new  prison,  under  the 
present  plan  of  administration  and  government,  that  it  paid  under  the  old 
system .”  And  they  will  again  declare  that  “the  great  probability  is,  that 
money  will  be  saved  ;  for  longer  experience,  and  the  ordinary  improvements  in 
the  manual  labor  department,  which  time  must  secure,  will,  as  a  necessary 
consequence,  insure  stricter  economy  and  more  productive  industry  on  the 
part  of  the  inmates.  As  it  is,  the  present  year  does  only  show  an  increase  of 
current  expenses  over  the  average  cost  ot  the  old  jail  for  six  years  of  $279  541 
cents,  and  that  sum  at  least  will  be  saved  the  very  next  year,  by  dispensing 
with  the  salary  of  the  Underkeeper.  The  Inspectors  feel  satisfied,  that  a  com¬ 
petent  weaver  can  be  procured,  who  will  attend  to  the  duties  of  instructor,  and 
also  of  Underkeeper,  for  the  compensation  which  is  now  given  to  the  gentleman 
employed  to  superinted  the  looms.”  And  they  will  add  their  confident  belief, 
that  if  the  facts  connected  with  the  management  of  the  prison,  as  embodied  in 
their  report,  had  been  spread  before  the  people  of  the  county,  few,  if  any, 
would  have  been  found,  among  the  judicious  and  reflecting  portion  of  com¬ 
munity,  willing  to  affix  their  signatures  to  memoarials,  praying  for  the  altera¬ 
tion  of  the  law  as  now  contemplated/unless  imposed  upon  by  the  misrepresen¬ 
tations  of  designing  or  interested  individuals. 

Whilst  on  this  subject,  your  memorialists  will  add,  that  by  the  original  act 
“the  visitors  of  the  prison  shall  be  the  Governor,  the  members  of  the  Legisla¬ 
ture,  the  Secretary  of  the  Commonwealth,  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court, 
the  President  Judges  of  all  the  Courts  in  the  State,  the  Attorney  General,  the 
President  and  Associate  Judges,  the  Deputy  Attorney  General,  Grand  Juries, 
Commissioners,  Sheriff  and  Coroner  of  the  County  of  Dauphin.”  And  by  a 
further  provision  of  the  ninth  article  “any  visitor  who  shall  discover  any 
abuse,  infraction  of  law,  or  oppression,  shall  immediately  make  the  same  known 
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to  a  board  of  the  Inspectors,  or  to  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
if  any  of  the  Inspectors  are  implicated.”  Less  than  a  year,  as  before  observed, 
lias  elapsed  “  since  the  experiment  of  the  new  system,  provided  for  by  the  law, 
commenced,  and  sufficient  time  has  not  been  allowed  to  give  it  a  fair  trial.  So 
far,  however,  as  the  operations  of  the  law  have  been  tested,  the  result  appears 
to  have  been  satisfactory.  A o  complaint  has  been  made  by  the  official  visitors 
of  the  prison,  residing  within  the  county  of  Dauphin  or  elsewhere ,  and  if  defect 
existed,  it  could  scarcely  have  escaped  the  observation  of  some  of  them.  On 
the  contrary,  the  Grand  Juries  of  the  Connty  in  their  reports  at  the  last  April, 
August  and  January  Sessions,  speak  of  the  prison  “  in  language  of  exceeding 
great  praise.”  One  of  those  reports  declaring  that  the  new  prison  “  is  a  noble 
structure,  and  will  justly  be  considered  the  pride  of  the  county.  Its  great 
strength,  its  secure  solitary  cells,  its  design  and  beautiful  architecture,  rellect 
the  highest  credit  upon  the  artist  who  formed  and  executed  the  plan,  and  upon 
the  Commissioners  who  gave  it  their  sanction,  superintended  it  in  its  construc¬ 
tion,  and  by  good  financiering  supplied  the  means  without  burdening  the 
county:  In  behalf  of  tliQ  people  of  Dauphin  county,  the  Grand  Jury  deem  it 
their  duty  to  tender  to  the  Commissioners  and  to  John  Haviland  the  architect, 
their  acknowledgements  for  the  erection  in  Dauphin  county  of  the  best  structure 
of  the  kind  in  the  Commonwealth.”  Another  report  declares  “that  they  have 
visited  the  Prison  of  the  County,  and  found  the  government  thereof  worthy  of 
public  approbation.  The  Keeper  and  Matron  are  discharging  their  duties  with 
commendable  fidelity — That  said  prison  is  constructed  with  a  proper  regard  to 
security,  cleanliness,  and  effectual  punishment.”  In  the  January  report  (1843) 
the  Grand  Jury  state  that  “they  have  examined  the  Dauphin  County  Prison 
throughout  and  have  fully  satisfied  our  minds,  that  the  Keeper  is  doing  his 
duty,  and  has  every  thing  in  good  order,  the  prisoners  in  good  health,  and  all 
well  satisfied  with  the  treatment  they  receive  from  their  Keeper,  &c.”  To 
these  testimonials  in  favor  of  the  Keeper,  Matron,  and  other  officers  of  the 
Prison  under  our  charge,  we  beg  leave  to  repeat  here  the  language  of  our  first 
Annual  Report : — “  It  is  justly  due  to  the  Keeper  and  Matron  of  the  Prison, 
to  say  that  they  have  performed  their  several  duties  with  fidelity,  and  a  com¬ 
mendable  zeal  for  the  promotion  of  all  the  interests  committed  to  them  in  their 
official  stations.  The  prisoners  have  uniformly  received  every  proper  attention 
and  kindness  at  their  hands,  without  any  relaxation  of  strict  discipline  :  clean¬ 
liness.  wholesome  provisions,  and  every  compatible  comfort  are  secured  by 
their  constant  attention  in  all  the  occupied  cells.  Nor  is  it  less  due  to  the 
Physician,  the  superintendent  of  looms,  and  the  Underkeeper,  to  acknowledge, 
that  they  also  have  executed  their  respective  duties  to  the  entire  satisfaction  of 
the  Inspectors.”  And  we  beg  leave,  most  respectfully,  to  add,  that  as  the 
honorable  the  members  of  both  branches  of  the  Legislature  are,  ex-officio, 
“visitors  of  the  Dauphin  County  Prison,”  with  full  opportunity  as  well  by 
personal  observation  and  necessary  inquiry,  to.  discover  any  defects  in  the 
system  or  government  of  the  prison,  if  any  exist,  that  they  will  exercise  those 
powers,  probe  the  system,  management  and  government  of  the  prison  thoroughly, 
and  remedy  the  evil  or  defects,  if  any  are  discovered.  But  at  the  same  time, 
we  respectfully  desire  of  your  honorable  bodies  to  abstain  from  any  hasty  or 
incautious  legislation,  upon  a  subject  of  such  vital  importance  to  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  Dauphin  county,  and  the  community  in  general. 

The  importance  of  the  subject  will  we  hope  be  found  a  sufficient  apology  for 
our  further  trespassing  upon  your  time  and  attention,  but  we  cannot  close  this 
communication  without  adding  the  following  extract  from  a  report  made  by 
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Samuel  R.  Wood,  who  for  the  period  of  eleven  years  held  the  highly  reponsi- 
ble  station  of  Warden  of  the  Eastern  Penitentiary,  and  whose  knowledge  and 
experience  of  the  benefits  to  be  derived  from  our  system  of  prison  discipline,  is 
not  excelled  if  equalled  by  that  of  any  other  philanthropist,  who  lias  turned  his 
attention  and  devoted  his  energies  to  the  subject.  In  concluding  that  report, 
the  result  of  eleven  years  experience  and  practical  observation,  he  says — 

“  Before  I  conclude  this  Report,  I  earnestly  request  your  attention  to  one  of 
the  great  principles  on  which  our  discipline  is  formed,  namely  :  the  prevention 
of  further  corruption,  by  depriving  prisoners  of  all  opportunity  of  forming  or 
extending  an  acquaintance  with  each  other — an  acquaintance  which  almost 
necessarily  insures  their  education  in  all  the  modes  of  perpetrating  crime,  and 
eluding  detection  and  conviction.  Even  if  this  most  inevitable  result  could  be 
prevented  in  the  common  prisons,  in  the  State,  as  they  are  at  present  adminis¬ 
tered,  and  if  a  prisoner  could  be  discharged  uncontaminated  by  his  associates, 
still  his  person  and  history  would  be  known  by  his  companions  in  confinement, 
and  after  their  discharge,  would  be  too  often  eagerly  divulged  to  others,  and 
thus  the  new  character  of  a  repentant  convict  be  blasted,  and  he  would,  too, 
probably  relapse  into  his  old  habits.  In  our  Penitentiary,  this  great  evil,  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  is  prevented,  or,  J  should  rather  say,  its  progress  is 
arrested  :  but  in  the  county  prisons,  whence  we  derive  our  inmates,  it  exists  to 
a  deplorable  and  disgraceful  extent.  In  these  establishments,  scarcely  any 
classification  is  attempted,  and  no  effectual  separation  is  made  ;  discipline  is 
neglected,  corruption  increased,  reformation  is  hopeless  ;  and  many  most  fla¬ 
grant  abuses  are  known  to  be  practised,  without  any  mitigations. 

“  Convicts  received  by  us  from  such  county  prisons,  may,  indeed,  frequently^ 
be  reformed  by  our  discipline  ;  the  lessons  of  vice  they  have  learned,  when 
placed  in  a  confinement  which  the  law  intended  should  be  salutary,  may  some¬ 
time  be  eradicated  afterwards;  but  the  great,  the  irremediable  evil  has  already 
been  effected.  The  persons,  &c.,  of  such  convicts,  are  known  to  the  great  com¬ 
munity  of  rogues,  and  therefore,  even  if  their  reformation  be  effected,  when  dis¬ 
charged  from  our  Penitentiary,  too  many  temptations  to  relapse,  too  many 
obstacles  to  their  commencement  in  the  pursuit  of  honest  industry,  may,  and 
probably  will  be  encountered  by  them.  Hence,  our  institution  cannot  produce 
all  the  advantages  of  which  it  is  susceptible,  until  the  county  prisons  are  re¬ 
formed  by  the  same  plan  of  separate  confinement ,  fyc.,  ivhich  we  pursue . 
If  an  inquiry  into  the  condition  of  these  prisons  could  be  made  by  order  of  the 
Legislature,  I  am  confident  the  remarks  I  have  made  would  be  substantiated,  and 
that  many  important  benefits  would  result  from  such  an  inquiry,  is  the  opinion 
of  some  of  our  most  intelligent  and  humane  citizens. 

6i  Since  that  report  was  made,  two  county  prisons  have  been  erected  on  the 
separate  system,  viz  :  in  Philadelphia  and  Chester  counties ;  and  I  am  pleased  in 
being  able  to  state  to  the  Board,  that  Dauphin  county  has  followed  the  example, 
where  they  are  now  erecting  one  of  the  best  county  prisons  in  the  State.  This 
is  of  more  importance,  as  it  is  at  the  seat  of  Government,  where  the  members 
from  the  respective  counties ,  will  have  an  opportunity  to  see  and  inspect  for  them¬ 
selves.  I  hope,  ere  long,  with  proper  exertions,  that  all  the  counties  in  the  State 
will  adopt  the  separate  system,  and  then,  I  think,  we  shall  see  to  the  full  extent, 
the  surpassing  excellence  of  this  discipline.  All  my  experience  continues  to 
satisfy  me  of  its  efficacy,  and  I  am  persuaded,  as  thoroughly  as  I  can  be  of  anv 
thing,  that  the  Pennsylvania  System  is  preferable  to  any  other  yet  devised  ;  in  fact, 
that  it  is  the  only  orthodox  principle  in  existence.” 

In  concluding  this  communication,  and  in  the  respectful  but  earnest  remon- 
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strance,  which  we  now  make  against  any  alteration  at  this  time  of  the  law  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  regulation  and  government  of  the  Dauphin  County  Prison,  or  from 
any  legislation  hereafter  until  from  time  and  experience  it  can  be  satisfactorily 
demonstrated,  that  the  system  is  not  a  good  one,  and  that  its  affairs  can  be  more 
energetically,  and  economically  managed  than  under  its  present  goverment  and 
officers,  we  hope  that  we  may  not  be  considered  obtrusive,  or  acting  from  im¬ 
proper,  interested  or  selfish  motives*  When  it  is  recollected  that  the  station  we 
severally  hold  as  Inspectors  of  the  Dauphin  County  Prison,  is  one  merely  of  high 
and  honorable  trust  and  confidence,  without  fee  or  reward,  other  than  that, 
which  attaches  to  an  honorable,  faithful  and  conscientious  discharge  of  our  duties  ; 
of  those  duties  which  were  imposed  upon  us  without  any  previous  knowledge  or 
solicitation  on  our  part — we  do  most  confidently  trust,  that  this  our  remon¬ 
strance,  against  the  passage  of  a  law,  which  we  have  every  reason  to  believe,  will 
prove  eminently  injurious  to  the  important  interests  committed  to  our  care  and 
custody,  will  be  received  with  that  kindness  and  attention,  which  its  importance 
merits,  and  that  it  will  have  the  effect  of  staying  and  effectually  preventing,  at 
present,  any  legislation  in  relation  to  our  Prison  ;  much  more  the  adoption  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  dangerous  and  highly  destructive  bill  now  on  their  files. 

We  are  with  all  due  respect, 

Your  friends  and  Fellow-Citizens, 

SAMUEL  POOL, 

WM*  M’CLURE, 

LUTHER  REILY, 

AARON  BOM BAUGH, 
DAVID  KRAUSE, 

HENRY  PEFFER, 

Inspectors  of  the  Dauphin  County  Prison. 

Harrisbubg,  Feb.  5, 1844, 
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